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the a of these fiends in human shape had revelled with demon- like 


 Fevenge. 


Before they erected homesteads for their families, they laid 


| active and willing hands on the rearing up of the house of God; and on 


The flagellants, travelling about from town to town, perambulating 


the streets, sang hymns—with God on their lips and hell in their hearts 


—and, pandering to the popular belief, persuaded the credulous and — 


fanatical mass that the Jews were the originators of the plague, by 
having poisoned the wells. 


This Satanic deviee was too easily believed in Worms, where a great | 


On the 10th of Adér, Bavarian), granted permission to the city of Worms, for the assistance 


outcry was raised against the unfortunate Jews. 
5109 a.m., the town-council condemned all the Jews, without giving 
them an opportunity of defending themselves, and sentence of death was 

pronounced against the whole community. 
their doom was sealed, took council together, and determined that if 
they were to die, they would not die unavenged. They went—twelve 
stout-hearted, resolute men—to the council-chamber, to hear the sen- 
tence of death from the mouths of their executioners. 


their innocence, and asked for mercy and forbearance, but without 
success. The council was deaf to their pleadings, their anguish remained 
unheeded, and their prayer for mercy was sneeringly repulsed. With 

one voice the heartless council exclaimed, ‘‘ You are all of you con- 
demned to death, which you so richly deserve.” 


Israelites fell upon the blood-thirsty tyrants, and dealt them the death- 
blow which they had intended for the innocent. They then left the 
-council-chamber, and took refuge in the Jewish burial-ground—the 
place which they foresaw they should not leave alive. How they 
ended their lives—whether despair steeled the hands which had meted 


out death to the ruthless enemy, or whether they fell victims to the fury — 


of the excited populace—the records of the congregation have not chro- 
-nicled. A common grave received the remains of the twelve; and a 
tomb-stone, bearing the simple inscription 0/5), Here 

REST THE TWELVE PaRNAssIM,’ points to the spot where the ashes 
of the courageous Jewish leaders are interred. 


The death of the councilmen was the signal for the cdites of the 
Jews. 
one end of the city to the other. Hundreds fell victims. Men and 
women, the hoary-headed centenarian and the babe on the mother’s 


breast, young men and maidens, were massacred in cold blood. Huma-— 


nity blushes at the carnage and the slaughter of the innocent, and hides 
its face from the horrible deed, when man, created in the image of his 
Maker, slays without cause his fellow-man; but it finds solace in the 
few bright examples of humane Christians who gave shelter and security 


to the persecuted: and hunted-down Jews in their houses—a few Jumi-— 


nous stars in the dark horizon of the barbarous middle ages. __ 

This: 10th day of Adar is still wept, as a general fast and day of 
humiliation and prayer at Worms. 

When, in the year 1615, the notorious Vincent Fettmilch and his 
fraternity raised the standard of rebellion in the free city of Frankfort, 
he also persecuted the Jews, though for a short time, and drove them 
from their homes. The cry of persecution was hailed with delight at 
Worms, and a rising of the population took place. It began in dissatis- 
faction with the authorities of the city, and ended in persecution against 
the despised race of Israel. On the seventh day of Passover, 5375 A. M., 
the infuriated mob stormed the Jewry while the Jews were assembled at 
-prayer in the house of God. They were dragged from their homes, 
where helpless innocency and decrepid old age had sought repose in the 
solemn rest of the festive day. ‘‘ Away, away with you, to the Rhine!” 


Neither old age, which crept along with bowed-down head, nor the — 


suckling child nestling on the mother’s breast, could incline the hearts 
of the brutal. multitude to mercy. 


the Rhine like so many hunted beasts. Arrived there, they entered the 


frail barge ready to receive them, and entrusted their lives—the all they 1 closely you are re-echoing some of my views:— 


had saved—to the mercy of the waves. They took refuge in a neigh- 
_ bouring meadow, where, in unwavering reliance on Him who has ever 
been the Guardian of Israel, they awaited the issue of their fate. 

The Christian Bishop of Mayence, and the humane Landgrave of 
Hesse-Darmstadt, who abhorred these cruelties, hospitably received the 
fugitives, and ers them shelter and protection. They furnished them 
with letters of recommendation to the German emperor, to solicit his 
protection against similar outrages. Rabbi Loeb Oppenheim, who pre- 
sented these letters to the emperor, soon returned from his embassy, hav- 
_ ing received the emperor's gracious protection for his suffering brethren. 

The emperor issued an order to the bishop and the noble-minded land- 
grave to restore order in Worms; and by the assistance of the military, 
they suceeeded in bringing back the Jews to Worms. This took place 
on the last day of Tebeth, 5376. But they found their homes desolate, 
their synagogue in ruins, and the burial-ground, where the dead had 
found their last peaceful home, ravaged. In the two last-named places 


The executive, hearing that | 


They eloquently | 


pleaded the cause of the community over which they presided, asserted | - Jews intolerable. 


But hardly had the © 
sound of this cruel sentence died away, when the twelve courageous | 


“ Death to the Jews!” was the cry which ran like wildfire from — 


They were driven to the shores of © 


Nav’, 9380, the synagogue was re-opened. 


The last day of Tebeth (O3t’ MY) is annually commemorated by 
fasting, prayers, and Selichoth. 


History has preserved many an imperial edict of the German em- 


_ perors bearing on the eventful and chequered fate of the Jewish com- 


these cruelties.‘ 


the real state of the case. 


| munication against the Margaret-street synagogue in existence ? 
_ there be none, does a mere ‘ caution’ then carry with it the same, or 
la portion of the same, consequences as an excommunication ? 
a ‘mere caution’ permit the parties cautioned against to be presidents 


munity of Worms. In the year 1315, the Emperor Lewis IV. (the 


they lent him in his wars with the Archduke Frederick of Austria, to | 
take 300 pounds of heller! from the Jews. 
The Emperor Charles IV., without being indebted to the icity for 
any services like Lewis, handed over the Jews, their lives and chattels, 
houses and property, to the citizens of Worms.? His successor, Wen- 


| zel, confirmed the decree of his father, and made it more galling ‘still to 


the poor Jews. In the year 1500, Maximilian I. renewed the edicts of | 
his predecessors, and, with refined cruelty, made the lot of the poor 
The gates of the Jewry were closed, and the bakers | 
prohibited from baking any bread for the Jews; they dared not buy 
any provisions in the market, no Christian laundress was allowed to 
wash for them, and all pledged goods were forcibly taken. Submission 
aud passive endurance were no longer possible; and they sent petitions 
to the Emperor Mathias, who listened to the prayer of the ill-treated | 
Jews, and issued an edict, the 2nd October, 1514, which put a stop to — 


Charles VI., by an edict, 1714, eros them fuil 
which was followed by Charles | 


be 


To the Editor of the Chroniels. | 
‘Sir,—It was a great relief to me to peruse your able, calm, pa 


temperate remarks, in the leading article, amidst the heap of trash | 
published in the same number (Dec. 16). 


You discern to a nicety the 
point upon which hinges the whole question, when you direct public 


attention to the important declaration made at the meeting by Mr. Louis 
Cohen, ‘‘ that there is no excommunication in existence affecting the 
members of the Margaret-street congregation.” This is now made 
public for the first time in eleven years; and the subject ought, on 


public grounds, to be thoroughly investigated, as thousands, including 


myself, are under a different impression, and they would be glad to know 
What was the declaration read aloud in the 
synagogues but a religious excommunication? Did not Dr. Adler tell — 
Jane Angel, whose father was an officer in the seceders’ synagogue, 
that there was a Cherem against it, and that he would not marry her — 
unless she signed a letter promising never to attend that synagogue ? 
Mr. Editor, you have also your doubts, as you pertinently declare 
by the following remarks:—‘‘ [s there, or is there not, an excom- 


Does 


and members of the educatiorial committees of our public orthodox 
educational institutions, and yet prevent such parties from sitting at the. 


|. Board of Depaties,, to discuss general affairs appertaining to the whole 


of our community? On this vexed point a great difference of opinion 
exists at the Board of Deputies, even amongst those opposing the admis- 
sion of the four gentlemen. Who, then, shall decide? To whose opinion 
are we to look in this smargenny | ? To whom but to him who is our spiri- 
tual adviser—the Chief Rabbi? He can no longer remain silent. It 
must be officially declared whether a‘ mere caution’ possesses disqualify- 
ing powers, and thus all doubts and controversy will so far be set at 
rest.’ 


I send you a resumé of my speech at the late debate, to show yo how | 


The four gentlemen were, no doubt, disqualified shdoasls from taking a 
seat at the Board, by reason of the Cherem falminated against them in 1842. 
Why did not gentlemen on the other side of the house, instead of seeking to 
cast a stigma on the deeds of the late Chief Rabbi, and * ‘on the actions of 
the present one, by proposing the admission, agitate for the purpose of 


| getting the obnoxious excommunication repealed? It was not for him to 
point out the means by which such a revolution could be effected, but he 


would hint at a few. A vote for the salary of the Chief Rabbi was obliged 
to be taken annually, and then, if his actions were not palatable to the 
majority of his constituency, it would be very easy to give him his congé. 
This would be a straightforward course, and much more preferable to the 
side-wind annoyance they had been subjecting him to ever since his arrival 
in England, such as electing seceders as presidents and committee-men of 


_ the various educational establishments and hospitals. This was contrary to 


A pound contained ten shillings; a gold ‘lorin, twenty. | Vide Pauli’s History 
of Worms, 206-7. ? Vide Moritz, 186. ? Ibid., 190. 
* From an old Jewish manuscript. 
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_ nents of the admission had not a leg to stand on. 
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his wishes, and, in fact, was flying in the face of ecclesiastical authority, 
which he implored them not to do. Should the motion of Mr. Phillips be 
carried, the consequences would be very grave; as henceforward in history 
we should read, “that the Jews of Great Britain threw off ecclesiastical 
authority in 1853.’ What was the Jewish religion without such authority ? 
It had existed upon it nearly two thousand years, and, in fact, had been 
kept up by its Rabbies and colleges. Mendelssohn had written against 
Cherem, as traly stated by Mr. Hesse; and it appeared to him (Mr. Guedalla) 
that too much importance was given to these bans. It was well known that 
our great Maimonides was excommunicated by the Rabbies of the French 
school for his philosophical writings, and that the latter afterwards made a 
pilgrimage to his tomb to retract. His (Mr. Guedalla’s) opinions against 
Cherem had been always publicly recorded, and he had not changed them. 
Much reform was wanted ; but it could only be carried out with the consent 
of the established clerical authorities of the different countries. ‘There was 
an organ at Paris, which was played on Saturday by a non-Israelite ; and at 
Aix-la-Chapelle, the ladies were seated with the gentlemen (laughter), and 
a greater part of the prayers were read in German: but all this was done 


Board of Deputies, all the members ought to be considered onan 


with the consent of the ecclesiastical head of the said places. In different | 


parts of Germany reform had made greater strides, but all was done under 
ecclesiastical authority. Unless there was some check or control, there 
would be no limit to innovations that might undermine the foundations of 
Judaism. The Margaret-street congregation had been very moderate ; but 
if we admitted the principle, what security was there that others might not 
step in, and carry out new-fangled ideas of a startling nature? It was like 
the old story of the string of beads, which, if not kept firmly together, would 
fall out one after the other. If they had any doubts in their mind as to the 
opinion of Dr, Adler, refer the question to him, and it could be known in a 
few moments, as he lived close by. He (Mr. Guedalla) would promise to 
vote according to his reply ; and nothing would give him greater pleasure 


than to find that there was no religious disqualification ;:for it must be — 


owned, that if the question was argued in a legal point of view, the oppo- 
, Much stress had been 
laid on what the Great Synagogue had done eleven years ago against the 

seceders; but that was not entitled to much attention, seeing that the autho- 


rities for several years afterwards continued to receive an annual payment 


from the Baron de Goldsmid for his seat. Being determined to maintain 
the dignity of the office of Chief Rabbi for the reasons he had given, he 
should vote forthe amendment. 


You also very fairly point out to the liberal party, whose cause you 
are so zealously advocating, the only legitimate means by which they . 
can carry their point; which is, by getting a majority, or by continuing © 


to agitate till they do so. 


__ Mr. Alderman Salomons’ address to the members of the New Syna- | 
 gogue is written in extremely bad taste, and still worse tone. The 
resignation is an artful piece: of coquetry, and therefore counts for | 


nothing; and it would be a good joke to see it imitated by each of the 
forty-six members who recently voted—and most probably the result 


would be the same—although it might prove a dangerous practical one— 


to the members for Dover and Hull. | 
_ I now proceed to analyse some portions of the Alderman’s address, 


and, in commencing, must give him credit for having almost stood alone — 


in J840 in the course he took, in which he has never faltered up to this 
day; but I deny that the majority of the Jewish community hold similar 
opinions. Ido not see how the question is to be settled by a meeting 
of the rate-payers of the New Synagogue. They can undoubtedly meet, 
~and, as suggested, repeal adherence to the ecclesiastical caution to which 
they became parties in 1840 by a vote. 
prudent for them, Mr, Editor, to pass resolutions expressive of the 
change in their sentiments, and then appoint a deputation to convey 


‘ them to the Chief Rabbi2 If they adopt the violent course recom- 


mended by the Alderman, they will throw off ecclesiastical authority 


~ altogether, and therefore had better in future refuse to contribute their 


quota towards the expens2 of the office of Chief Rabbi. Peace and 
brotherly love sound very well in one paragraph; but in the very next 


Would it not be much more | 


— 


we find, that * peace is prevented by the false pride and high notions of | 
ecclesiastical authority which prevail in Bevis Marks, and they are the — 


cause of the collision which yet prevails. A minority is there over-— 
ruling the great majority of the Jewish community, and you must there- 


fore prepare yourselves:to be emancipated from the control of that — 


minority. Show yourselves resolved to do it, and you will effect it 


without much trouble.”” The Spanish and Portuguese Jews’ Synagogue, 
of which I have the honour to be an elder, is quite willing to bear its 


- fair share of the odium attempted to be cast on the votes of its Depu- | 


ties; but it must be borne in mind that other members of the London 
synagogues, also, ought to have been similarly stigmatised: viz., Mr. 
Louis Cohen, Great Synagogue; Messrs. S. Cohen, M. Engel, 
I, Jacobs, and Jouas Levy, Hambro’; and Messrs. Nathan Defries and 


_ equality, and the chairman should not pay undue deference to interrup. 
| 


tions proceeding from any member. We hear a good deal about the 
mode of the discussions there; but verily we may thank the Alderman 
for many of the irregularities committed. He has, however, given such 
a strange colouring to them, that a “ British Jew,’ in the last number 
of the Hebrew Observer, actually calls on the members of the New 
Synagogue to assemble, for the purpose of expressing their indignation 
at the insult offered to the Alderman by the president; whereas a public 
apology is due to the latter from the former. 

The surprise of the public has been excited by the publication of the 
correspondence between Sir M. Montefiore und Mr. Alderman Salomons. 
No. 1, charge of ‘‘ want of courtesy,” and inability to conduct the chair. 
No.2, Sir M. Montefiore’s reply. “ Polite regrets’—unintentional— 
and whilst completely refuting the arguments used in No. 1, charging, 
also, discourtesy on the Alderman. No. 3, Alderman Salomons. “ Mis- 
understanding painful”—‘‘ comments made in public, and not in private 
capacity’ —concluding by stating that the Exeter case was decided on 
very differently. No.4, Explanations satisfactory’’—but reminded by 
Sir Moses that he had misrepresented the Exeter decision. And thus 

~terminates this correspondence, which, if looked upon in its true light, 
shews that we still preserve one characteristic of our nationality, which 
has been a distinguishing feature since the time of Abraham, viz., we 
all want to be Parnassim ; hence our continued strife, discord, and want 
of union, accompanied by fickleness and want of principle; one day 


_ believing this man all in all, and on.the next veering to the opposite 
| side of the compass, and setting up as head another individual of quite 


a different calibre, It is universally believed that the present contest 
will do much damage to our cause in Parliament. As a Jew, I do not 
value our emancipation at all; but as an Englishman, I feel it is our 
right, and that our exclusion is a disgrace to the nation. — | 

In conclusion, I have to state, that the eminent lawyers who were 
consulted (Sir F. Thesiger and Mr. Badeley), gave their opinions at 
the request of Sir Moses Montefiore alone, and that I did not see them — 
till forty-eight hours after the division, therefore the onus cannot with 
propriety be thrown on any of the majority of twenty-three ; hence the 
absurdity of such phrases as ‘‘ miserable subterfuges of law,” and | 
‘threadbare shifts to which parties are at length driven.” If Mr. 
Alderman Salomons were to belong to the Margaret-street congregation, 
of course he weuld be in the same position as the member for Sunder- 


land, and must row in the same boat with him as to qualification. 


| I am, etc., 

_. [We are sorry that Mr. G. has applied so coarse a word as ‘‘ trash” to | 
other correspondents’ articles in our last number. They are not necessarily 


“trash” because Mr. G. does not agree with the writers.—Epiror.| _ 


the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 
Sir,—I am-directed to inform you, that the paragraph headed “ The 
Hambro’ Synagogue,” stating that “at a meeting of the Board of Depu- 


ties, on the 24th ult., Mr. Judah Jacobs presented a copy of resolutions 
passed by the Hambro’ Synagogue, against the eligibility of the four 


Deputies to take their seats,” is quite incorrect, such resolutions having 
been officially forwarded to the president of the Board; and, also, that 
your correspondent has quite misinformed you, by stating that the pro- — 
ceedings at the meeting of our board “ were informal and illegal ;” the | 
resolutions above referred to having been passed and acted on perfectly 
in accordance with the laws of this congregation, | 
I am, Sir, yours respectfully, 
J. SaLoMoNs, Secretary. 


Hambro’ Synagogue Chambers, Dec. 15, 5614, © 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir, —It may afford some information to those of your readers who 


are friends of fair play, to find that ten out of the twenty-three who 


voted for the exclusion of the four deputies, represent congregations 


_ which, in the aggregate, number from fifty to sixty persons only. What 


will the larger congregations say to this preposterous inequality of 
representatives ? To do justice to others, this number is not entitled to 


_ more than one instead of ten Deputies; while the Great Synagogue, for 


‘Henry Harris, Maiden-lane. This way of fighting the question, and of | 
setting up brother against brother, is most pernicious, and, instead of — 


healing, must tend to widen the breach. sas 
A few words of advice and caution may be very usefully given at this 


taken piace amongst the Jews of England. 
rooted, cannot have vanished in almost a single day. Cut off eccle- 
siastical authority from the Jewish religion, and it will become a chaos 
in a very small space of time, and speedily fall to pieces. Such a speech 
«s was lately delivered by Mr. Abraham Joseph, of Plymouth, united to 


Sir Moses Montefiore and his banner of Jerusalem, would tend to — 


arouse the latent indifference of the mass, and awaken it vigorously. | 
hope, however, that the opinions now published by Mr. Alderman 
Salomons are only hisown,and that they do not represent those of his party. 
The quiet and gentlemanly way in which one (I may say, the leader) 
conducted the debate (Mr. B.S. Phillips), comes out agreeably in con- 
trast. People should not presume too much on their position. In the 


instance, with its 700 members, is out-voted, two to one, by the repre- 
sentatives of from fifty to sixty persons only, | Yours, etc., 


— 


New Synacocur.—We extract from the Argus, under 


date of September 15th, that a meeting of the Jews of Melbourne was 


held in the vestry of the synagogue on the 28th of August, for the pur- 


| pose of raising a fund towards the erection of a new synagogue, to 
juncture. The cry of “the church in danger” has not yet been raised | be ? YNASs 


_.accommodate the spiritual wants of the increasing Jewish ulation ot. 
by the orthodox party; but as soon as it is, I am convinced thousands — P 5 _ 
will rally round its banners, or else a most extraordinary change has 


then was between 4,000/. and 5.0001. Among the princely donations 
Habits and customs deeply 5 p 


- towards the erection of the sacred fane we observe the following, and 
_ say, all honour to the Israelites of Melbourne!— | 


this important and rising colony. The amount subscribed there and 


Messrs. D. Benjamin, 1,0007; M. Benjamin, 500/.; Hart Brothers, 200/. 
Francis and Cohen, 200/.; E. Moses and Son, 175/.; M. Cashmore, 1002.; 
J. Levy, 100/.; 8. Benjamin (London), 100/.; §. H. Harris, 100/.; 
Cleve Brothers, 100/.; Jacobs and Solomon, 50/.; M. and §. Marks, 50/.: 
Loerre Brothers, 50/.; Solomon Josephs, A. EE. Cohen, 501.; 
Elias Ellis, 31/.10s.; Marks and Hart, 31/.10s.; Mr. and Mrs. A. 


Harris, 30/.; Lewis Myers and Son, 261. 5s.; Coleman Davis, 25/. ; 
K. L. Montefiore, 25/.; A. and 8. De Young, 25/.; Henry Levy, 
Michael Emanuel, 21/.; David Jacobs, 21/.; — Byfus, 21/.; Nathaniel 
Harris, 201. | 
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